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B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 
1

B-E Engineering 
2

B-E Engineering 
1:  Reclamation agrees and has modeled and analyzed the Basin State Alternative for this FEIS.  It should be noted that this alternative has been selected as the preferred alternative.







2:  The area of potential effect has been expanded to include consideration of the Colorado River 100-year floodplain to the SIB.  The Transboundary analysis has been modified in the FEIS and Reclamation believes this section appropriately assesses potential effects in Mexico.
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3:  Section 3.16.5.3 has been added to the FEIS to provide information on the general potential impacts that the implementation of interim surplus criteria may have on the frequency of excess flows to Mexico as well as the potential resultant impacts to groundwater recharge and salinity South of the SIB.  Reclamation does not concur with the suggestions presented under the headings - "Baseline",  "Cumulative Impacts" and "Environmental Responsibilities."  Reclamation's rationale for using the analyses criteria and type of analysis presented in the DEIS and FEIS are explained and detailed in these documents.  See responses below.

4:  See response to Comment 57-11.



5:  Section 4.2 has been modified and Reclamation believes that it has appropriately addressed potential cumulative effects of the proposed action.


6:  An EIS need not consider an infinite range of alternatives, only reasonable and feasible ones and those reasonably related to the purposes of the project that afford a reasoned choice by the decision maker. The rule of reason shall be utilized in development of a range of alternatives. NEPA does not require a separate analysis of alternatives which are not significantly distinguishable from alternatives actually considered, or which have substantially similar consequences. For these reasons Reclamation considered the Pacific Institute alternative but eliminated it from further analysis because part of it did not meet the purpose and need of the proposed action and the remainder of the alternative mirrored the Six States Alternative which was analyzed in depth.

7:  Reclamation disagrees with the commentor's opinion that the DEIS is inadequate and should be revised and a supplemental DEIS reissued. Reclamation has followed regulations implementing NEPA and it is accepted practice to update, refine, clarify and make factual corrections to the content and analyses in the EIS resulting from improved data control, public comments, coordination with interested parties and incorporate these changes into the document and circulate it as a FEIS.

8:  Comment noted.  Section 3.16.6 of the FEIS has been expanded to provide more information on the potential effects of changes in excess flows on habitat and threatened or endangered species in Mexico for each of the alternatives.


9: Comment noted. Please refer to the introduction to Volume III regarding the proposed action and its relationship to California's program to reduce its dependence on surplus water.
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10:  Comment noted.  
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11:  See response to Comment 22-8.











12:  See Sections 1.3.6  and 3.3.1.2  for explanations of flood control operations for Lake Mead (Hoover Dam).
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B-E Engineering 
cont'd

B-E Engineering 
13:  Potential effects on special-status species within the expanded area of potential effect are addressed Section 3.8 of the FEIS.  Map 3.2-1 has been revised to more accurately represent the area of potential effect considered within the U.S. as well as areas within Mexico that are addressed in Section 3.16, Transboundary Impacts.
















14:  See response to Comment 12-8.





15:  Reclamation believes that the analysis presented in this section.  Section 3.16, Transboundary Impacts, has been modified for the FEIS and adequately and appropriately identifies potential effects of interim surplus criteria in Mexico.  Note that Reclamation is committed to working with Mexico to address specific concerns.
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B-E Engineering 
cont'd

B-E Engineering 
16:  Potential effects on special-status species within the river corridor between Hoover Dam and the SIB are addressed in the BA for ISC/SIAs and have been summarized in Section 3.8 of the FEIS.







17:  The EIS discusses these potential effects as necessary to identify the differences between each of the alternatives compared to baseline conditions.  Table 3.16-1 has been updated in the FEIS with revised data.





18:  Comment  noted. Section 3.16.6.1 has been revised to state that "...reductions have been instituted while meeting the requirements of an international treaty and the diversion and use of such treaty water is solely at Mexico's discretion."  At least since execution of the Treaty, it is incorrect to state that responsibility for reductions of flows to Colorado River delta lies with U.S. interests alone.



19:  See response to Comment 12-5.
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B-E Engineering 
cont'd

B-E Engineering 
20:  See responses to Comment 11-8 and 13-4.






21:  Reclamation has noted the clarifications of the Pacific Institute's proposed interim surplus criteria, and the recital of differences between its proposal and the Seven States Proposal.  The revised provisions of Pacific Institute's plan have been included in Attachment F of the FEIS entitled Surplus Criteria Proposal by Pacific Institute.
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cont'd

B-E Engineering 
22:  Comment noted.








23:  See response to Comment 18.
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24:  See the response to Comment No. 31-8 for a discussion of the Index Sequential Method.   Other methods are possible, and Reclamation is evaluating them for future use.





25:  See response to Comment No. 14-10 for information regarding depletion schedules used in the FEIS.







26:  The projected Lake Mead elevation on January 1, 2002 was used for the initial condition in FEIS modeling.  See response to Comment No. 13-22 for further discussion.



27:  The following excerpt will be added to Section 3.4.3.6 to address the Mexico water supply delivery requirements under Minute 242:  Minute 242 provides, in part, that United States will deliver to Mexico approximately 1,360,000 acre-feet (1,677,545,000 cubic meters) annually upstream of Morelos Dam and approximately 140,000 acre-feet (172,689,000 cubic meters) annually on the land boundary at San Luis and in the limitrophe section of the Colorado River downstream from Morelos Dam.  It should be noted that while a portion of Mexico's 1.5 maf annual apportionment is actually delivered below Morelos Dam, the entire delivery to Mexico was modeled at Morelos Dam.  This basic assumption, while different than actual practice, served to simplify and facilitate the analysis of water deliveries to Mexico under the baseline conditions and surplus alternatives.  

28:  See response to Comment No. 11-14 for a discussion of the FEIS assumption that the Yuma Desalination Plant will begin operations after 2022.
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29:  There is not yet a consensus in the scientific community regarding whether long-term climate change will result in overall wetting or drying of the Colorodo River Basin.  The use of the Index Sequential Method captures a wide range of flow conditions that enables the evaluation of future water supply conditions under different hydrologic scenarios.  See the response to Comment No. 31-8 for a discussion of the Index Sequential Method.




30:  Reclamation did not use only a single year as the basis for the baseline in the DEIS.  See the response to Comment 57-11 for an explanation of the derivation of the baseline.























31:  Reclamation's statement that the Seven States Proposal was substantially similar to the Six States Alternative was a conclusion about the need for a preliminary analysis to accompany the DEIS.  The preferred alternative has been derived from the Seven States draft proposal, and has been analyzed in this FEIS at the same degree of detail as the other alternatives.
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cont'd

B-E Engineering 
32:  Figures and text were provided in the various sections of the DEIS and FEIS  that describe current and historical conditions, many on an annual basis.





33:  See response to Comment No. 13-27 for a discussion of seasonal analyses.





34:  See response to Comment No. 13-28 for a discussion of model time steps.










35:  Comment noted.  All tables and figures have been updated to reflect data modeled for FEIS, and have been made more readable.  The incorrect statement regarding frequency of flows to Mexico being greater for the baseline and flood control alternatives has been corrected.



VOLUME III, PART B                                                                                                                                                                                    ORGANIZATIONS - PACIFIC INSTITUTE
COMMENT LETTER RESPONSES

COLORADO RIVER INTERIM SURPLUS CRITERIA FEIS                                                                                                                                                                       LETTER 12
B-49

B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 
36
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36:  The Seven States Proposal is identified as the Basin States Alternative/Preferred Alternative in the FEIS.  The Basin States Alternative has been evaluated in this FEIS.  Several particular sections of the Basin States Alternative, including III.3.(f) have not been incorporated in the Basin StatesAlternative/Preferred Alternative.

















37:  The Secretary, under the powers vested by Congress in Section 5 of the BCPA, as confirmed by Section II(B)(2)of the 1964 Decree, has certain discretionary authority to determine whether any year is a surplus, normal or shortage year.  When more than 7.5 maf of Colorado River water is available for consumptive use during a calendar year in the three lower Division States, this is a surplus determination.  Pursuant to the Decree II(B)(2), if sufficient mainstream water is available for release to satisfy annual consumptive use in excess of 7.5 maf, such excess consumptive use is surplus, and 50 percent shall be apportioned for use in California, 46 percent apportioned for use in Arizona, and 4 percent for use in Nevada.  When making a surplus determination, the Secretary must apply the criteria in the Long-Range Operating Criteria (Section 602 of P.L. 90-537) in development of the Annual Operating Plan.
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38:  The DEIS and FEIS include a section on "Environmental Justice" (3.15) for purposes of addressing potential economic and social impacts on minority and low-income populations.  Executive Order 12898 establishes the achievement of environmental justice as a priority, but this direction is specific to minority and low-income populations in the United States.  No socio-economic effects are anticipated due to implemnation of any of the interim surplus alternatives.  In addition, the transboundary impacts section of the EIS, which addresses impacts to natural resources on Mexico, does not anticipate any adverse effects to sensitive biological resources along the river in Mexico.  This includes potential impacts to commercial or subsistence harvesting of shrimp, fish or crops in Mexico. 







